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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 26 is objected to because of the following informalities: (1 ) claim 26 
would be easier to understand if amended to recite a plurality of adjustable elastic 
members arranged along lengths of the supporting plate and the supporting bracket and 
located therebetween. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,265,869 (Morita). 

Regarding claim 26, Figs. 1-2B show a paper-discharging apparatus to discharge 
paper from an image forming device having paper-discharging rollers, comprising: 

a supporting plate (5) positioned at a paper-discharging port side of the image 
forming device; 

a supporting bracket (including 7) including idle rollers (9) facing the paper- 
discharging rollers (8) and being coupled (via 15) to the supporting plate (5); and 

a plurality of adjustable elastic members (13 and 13) arranged along lengths of 
the supporting plate (5) and the supporting bracket (including 7) therebetween. 
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Regarding claim 27, Figs. 1-2B show a paper-discharging apparatus to discharge 
paper from an image forming device having paper-discharging rollers, comprising: 

a supporting plate (5) positioned at a paper-discharging port side of the image 
forming device; 

a supporting bracket (including 7) including idle rollers (9) facing the paper- 
discharging rollers (8) and being coupled (via 15) to the supporting plate (5); and 

a plurality of adjustable elastic members (13 and 13) arranged at a plurality of 
intervals between the supporting plate (5) and the supporting bracket (including 7) to 
bias the supporting plate (5) and the supporting bracket (including 7) apart. In as much 
as the instant application discloses a plurality of adjustable elastic members arranged at 
a plurality of intervals between the supporting plate and the supporting bracket to bias 
the supporting plate and the supporting bracket apart, so does Fig. 1 of Morita. See 
e.g., the positions of the two elastic members in Fig. 5 of the instant application and the 
positions of the two elastic members (13) in Fig. 1 of Morita. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 10/12/2006 have been fully considered but 

they are not persuasive. Applicant argues 

1. The Examiner is importing the language "portions of lengths" into 
independent claim 26 

At page 3 of the Office Action of July 14, 2006, the Examiner alleges that: 
"the guide plate 5 includes the flange portions 5a and 5b, as well as, guide 
pieces 5c and 5d...ln other words, these are all portions of the same guide 
plate 5.. .Moreover, the elastic member 13 located near element has a 
diameter that is arranged along a first portion (i.e., a length)... while the 
elastic member 13 located near element 26 has a diameter that is 
arranged along a second portion (i.e., a length). .." (Emphasis Added) 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,417 
Art Unit: 3653 



Page 4 



Thus, the Examiner is apparently equating "portions" of Morita's second 
guide plate 5 shown in FIG. 1 with a "length" of the second guide plate 5. 
In particular, the Examiner describes Morita 's elastic members 13 as being 
arranged along "a first portion" and "a second portion," and then 
concludes that this meets Applicant's independent claim 26. Furthermore, 
the Examiner reads independent claim 26 as though it recited "elastic 
members arranged along portions of lengths of the supporting plate and 
the supporting bracket." 

However, Applicant respectfully notes that, contrary to the Examiner's 
interpretation of independent claim 26, independent claim 26 does not 
recite "elastic members arranged along portions of lengths of the 
supporting plate and the supporting bracket." In fact, the word "portion" 
does not appear anywhere in independent claim 26. In other words, the 
Examiner is attempting to import the word "portion" into independent claim 
26 (where it clearly does not belong) in an effort to stretch Morita to read 
on Applicant's invention. Therefore, the Examiner has not addressed the 
features as actually recited in Applicant's independent claim 26, namely, 
"elastic members arranged along lengths of the supporting plate and the 
supporting bracket." Accordingly, the Examiner's rejection is improper and 
must be withdrawn. 

2. The ordinary meaning of "along" does not read on Morita's device 
As set forth above, the Examiner is attempting to equate Morita 's elastic 
members 13 which are disposed at outside ends of Morita 's guide plate 5 
with Applicant's "elastic members arranged along lengths of the supporting 
plate and the supporting bracket," as recited in independent claim 26. 
However, Applicant submits that Morita 's elastic members 1 3 are not 
arranged "along" Morita 's guide plate 5 in any sense of the word "along." 
The first definition of "along" in the American Heritage College Dictionary 
recites "over the length of," while the second definition of along" in the 
same dictionary recites "on a line or course parallel and close to; 
continuously beside." See American Heritage College Dictionary 39 (4th 
ed. 2002). Applicant submits that neither one of these ordinary meaning 
definitions of "along" can be used to describe the elastic members 13 
shown in FIG. 1 of Morita in relation to the second guide plate 5 and the 
support plate 7. In other words, it would be technically improper to 
describe the device shown in Morita as having either: 

(1) "elastic members arranged over the length of (i.e., along) the 
supporting plate and the supporting bracket" (first definition); or 

(2) "elastic members arranged on a line or course parallel and close to 
(i.e., along) the supporting plate and the supporting bracket" (second 
definition). 

Thus, it is clear that neither one of these ordinary meanings of the term 
"along" can be used to describe Morita 's elastic members 13. Since the 
ordinary meaning of the term "along" does not read on Morita 's elastic 
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members 13, Morita fails to disclose, among other things, "elastic 
members arranged along lengths of the supporting plate and the 
supporting bracket," as recited in independent claim 26 of Applicant's 
invention. 

Since (1) the Examiner has not addressed the language of independent 
claim 26 as actually recited therein and (2) the Examiner is using the word 
"along" in a manner that is repugnant to its well known ordinary meaning, 
Morita cannot anticipate independent claim 26 of Applicant's invention. 

In response the first part of applicant's argument, the examiner is not importing 
any language into claim 26 of the instant application. Rather, the examiner tried to 
explain how the prior art Morita patent was interpreted to read on claim 26 as actually 
claimed in the instant application. 

In response to the second part of applicant's arguments, it is noted that the 
supporting plate (5) of the Morita patent includes all portions of such supporting plate 
including 5a, 5b, 5c and 5d , as shown in Fig. 1 of Morita. The supporting bracket of 
Morita is labeled with reference numeral 7. With this in mind, in as much as Figs. 4 and 
5 of the instant application show "a plurality of adjustable elastic members arranged 
along lengths of the supporting plate and the supporting bracket therebetween", so does 
Fig. 1 of U.S. Patent No. 5,265,869 (Morita). Fig. 1 of Morita shows a plurality of 
adjustable elastic members (13 and 13) arranged along lengths of the supporting plate 
(5) and the supporting bracket (including 7) therebetween. As mentioned above, 
supporting plate (5) of the Morita patent includes 5a, 5b, 5c and 5d , and the supporting 
bracket is labeled with reference numeral 7. With this in mind, Fig. 1 of Morita discloses 
"a plurality of adjustable elastic members arranged along lengths of the supporting plate 
and the supporting bracket therebetween", whether (1) you interpret "lengths" as set 
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forth in the Office Action of 7/14/2006 or (2) you interpret "lengths" to mean the overall 
length of the supporting plate (5) and the overall length of the supporting bracket (7). In 
either case, Fig. 1 of Morita shows "a plurality of adjustable elastic members arranged 
along lengths of the supporting plate and the supporting bracket therebetween". 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 1-25 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time poicy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thomas A. Morrison whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-7221 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8am - 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey can be reached on (571) 272-6916. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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